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THE 


PREFACE 


uU R Modern | Socinians 
() (who are pleaſcd to call - 
1 themſelves Unztarians ) 
| having not only Diſputed, bur 
moſt Blaſphemouſly Ridiculed 
the Doctrine of the B. Trinity ; 
for the Conviction of ſuch Gain- 
ſayers, and the Confirmation of 
Others, it is thought fit to Publiſh 
the following Diſcourſe, faithful- 
| ly Collected from the Learned 
- Works of Archbiſhop TILL OT- 
SON, and Biſhp STI L- 
-LINGFLEET 
: A 3 Concern- 
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The PREFACE, 
_ Concerning Biſhop S' TI L- 
LINGFLEET, I ſhall fay 
nothing, becauſe he is alive to 
- Anſwer for himſelf. Burt as to 
Archbiſhp TILLOTSON, 
I hope it will appear even from 
this Colle&tion, * That his Grace 
© was very far from being a Sa-, 
* ciian ; however his Memo! 
* hath been very unworthily Ree 
* proached in that, as well as 


# other Reſpects, ſince his Neath. 


VINDICATION 


OF THE: 


B. TRINITY. 


#-: HY do you believe 

| V the Doftrine of 

| the Trinity ? 

A. Becauſe it is a very Ratio- 
nal Doctrine, that is, there is the 
higheſt Reaſon to believe . 


A 4 Q. What 


*w 
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Q. What do yo mean by this word 
Trinity: * And, What Doftrmes 


concerying it are propoſed to our 
Belief? 


A. I ſhall Anſwer this Que- 
ſtion in'the very wards of the 
Church of Englind; Whoſe Do- 
rite, I am bully perſu aded, 3s 

Orthodox and Catholick. 

- There is but one living and true 

God , everlaſting , without Body, 
Parts,or Paſſions ; of mfinite Power, 
Wi dom and Goodneſs, 'the Maker 
and Preſerver of all things both 
v1/able and inviſible. And in Unity 
'of this Godhead there be Thr Per- . 
ſons, of One Subſtance, Power and 
Eternity z the Father, the Son, and 
the Holy Ghoſe. Art. 1, 


The 


the B; Trinity. 3 

_ The Catholick Faith is this, 
That we worſhip one God in Trinis 
ty, and Trinity in Unity; neither 
confounding the Perſons 5; nor divi- 
ding the Subſtance. For there is one 
Perſon of the Father , another of 


the Son, and another of the Holy 
' Ghoſt. But the Godbead of the Fas 


ther, of the Son, and of the. Holy 
Ghoſt is all One the Glory equal $ 
the Majeſty coeternal. T be Father is 
Gad, the Son is God, and the Holy 


Ghoſt is God. And yet they are not 


T bree Gods, but One God. Athan. 
Creed. | 

- Tt is very meet, right, and our 
bounden Duty, that we ſhould at 


all . times, and im all places- give 


 - thanks unto thee, O Lord Almighe 


ty, Everlaſtmg God. Who art One 
: F | God, 
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God, one Lord; not one only Per- 
fon, but three Perſons m one Sub- 

ance. For that which we believe 
of the Glory of the Father, the ſame 
we believe of the Son, and of the 
Holy Ghoſt, without any difference 
&r inequality. Pref. on the Feaſt of 
Trinity. 

0 holy, bleſſed and glorious Tri- 
nity, Three Perſons and One God, 
have mercy upon us miſerable Sin- 
zers. Lit. 


This is what we believe con- _ 


cerning the Trinity. And that 
this is very Rational Do&trine ; 
and that. we- have the higheſt 
Reaſon thus to believe, I ſhall 
endeavour to evince, when [ 
have firit explained the Nature 
of Faith in General, by ſhewing, 

| | . What 


XUM 
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What it is to Believe; and what . 


this a&t Believe doth denoge when 
applied to any Object. 


Q. What is Faith , Or Belief i in 


| _— ? 


© Belief in general [ define 

© to ts an Aſſent to that which is 

6 Credible as Credible. V. Biſhop 
Pearſon on the Creed, p. 2. 


Q. What is meant by this word 
Aſſent ? | 
A. © By the word Aſſent is ex- 
* prefled that Act: or Habit of 
* the Underſtanding , by which 
© it recerveth , acknowledgerh, and 
« embraced! any _ as a Truth, 
26S. -- | 


Q, But 
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-.Q. [But are there not ſeveral g- 
ther hin of Aſſent, befides Faith, 
by which the Soul doth receive ond 
embrace whatſoever appeareth to be 
true © 

A. *This Aﬀent, or J udgment 
: by any'thing-to be rrue, being 
< a. general Act of the Under- 
< ſtanding, is applicable to other 
© Habits. thereof as well as to 
: Faith. Id. Ib. 


Q. How then is this An which 
we call Faith , ſpecified and diſtin- 
gut ed from thoſe other kinds of 

oo 4 

© It muſt be ſpecified as all 
Fr Acts are, by its my” 
* Object. 7d. Ib. 


Q What 


. Q. What is this Objeft of Faith? 
A. This: Objett :'of: Faith is 
that which is Gedible as Credible. : 


Q. Why do you repeat the word 
Credible , and Jay Credible as 
Credible? 

A. Tadenote the twofold Ob- 
| jet of Faith, viz, Material and 


Formal. 


Q. What is the Manerial 0bje 
of Faith? 

.4.: The Material Object of 
Faith-, is the thing to be be- 


heved ; _ ſomerhing which is 


credible. 


Q. What is the Formal 6bjeft 
i Faith ? 


4 That | 


© the B.Tridity:.. F ”"M 


« 


8 A Vindication =” 
4. That whereby it is be- 


lieved, or the Reaſon why ir is 
believed. 


' Q. Whats it to be Credible? 

A. * That is properly Credible, 
© which is not apparent of ir ſelf 
© (cither-in reſpect of our Senſes 
© or Underſtanding) nor certainly 
© ro be collected, either antece- 
© dently by its Cauſe, or reverſc- 
© ly by its Effe&, and yet though 
© by none of theſe ways , -hath 
© the Artceſtation of a Truth. 7. 
Biſhop Pearſon, þ. 3. 


Q. What then is that kind of 
Aſſent, which is called Faith 

A. © When any thing pro- 
* pounded to us is neither appa- 
© rent 


Cy _—_ 


© rent to our Senſe, nor evident 


* ro our Underſtanding in and 
© of it ſelf; neither certainly ro 


| © be collected from any clear and 


. © neceſſary Connexion with the 
© Cauſe from” which it proceed- 
© eth, or the Effects which it na- 
© turally produceth ; nor is taken 
* up upon any real Arguments 
© or Relations to other acknow- 
© ledged Truths; and yet not- 
< —— appeareth to us 
© true, not by, a Manifeſtation 
* but Atteſtation of the Truth ; 
© and ſo moveth us to aflent, nor 
* of it ſelf, but by virtue of the 
* Teſtimony given to it. In 
lain terms; When we therefore 
acknowledge a thing to be true, 
for this only reaſon, becauſe we 
arc 
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are told that it is ſo: Then, and 
in ſuch a Caſe we do properly 
believe it. And the Afﬀent thar 
we give to ſuch a Truth thus ac- 
reſted, 1s neither Stience nor Opis 
mon, but Faith. 14. Ib. 


wz 


Q. The nature of Faith in ges 
neral bemg thus explained, I am 
now prepared t6 be inſtructed by you 
m this important Queſtion; Why do 
you believe the Doftrine of the 'Tri- 
wity * BD 
A. Though this Doctrine of 
_ the. Trinity, viz, That there are 

T bree , diſtin&} Perſons m_ One and 
the ſame undivided Divine Efſence, 
is neither apparent to my. Senſe , 
nor <vident-to-\my Underftand- 
ing (for þcing a great Myſtery, 
ok I could 
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I could never have known it, 
unleſs 'it had been Revealed ; 
and now it is Revealed, I am 
not able to comprehend ir. )'.yer 
{ince it is teſtified and declared 
by an All-knowing , and moſt 
juſt and faithful God ,\who can 


"neither deceive nor ba deceived, 


I do therefore give my: Aﬀent 
unto it, as a {moſt credible 
Truth, KEr as {uch, I do —_— | 


billeve it. 


.* Now that God, mT inft- 
nite in Wiſdom and Knowledge, 
doth fully know himſelf, and 
perfectly underſtand his own 


| Nature: And alſo, that He who 


is infinitely: Good and Faithful 


cannot deceive us ( for it' is im- 
B poſſible 
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poſſible ' for God to' Lye ) this 1 
{hall not pretend to prove, bur 
can fairly ſuppoſe it, as being 
429g by the  Socinians them- 
elves. The - only thing there- 
fore-for us to prove, and which 
they deny, is this, Viz. That the 
Dofrine of. the Trinity is Reveal- 
ed by Almighty. God. For it we 
can make it appear, . that an infi- 
nitely Wiſe and Faithful God hath 
Revealed it; we ſhall then eaſt- 
ly conyince them , That there 
is the Thigheſt Reaſon ro be-. 


lieve it. 


Q. How then do you prove that 
God hath Revealed it* Where hath 
God told us, That there are T hree 
 diſtin&# Perſons, in the ſame un- 
divided 
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divided Divme Eſſence and Na- 


tures | 
A. Were I to Diſcourſe an 
Atheiſt, or a Deiſt , then, ſince 
all Conviction muſt be _ CON- 
ceſſis, T ought to prove theſe Two 
Things, 


. .The Poſſibility and Neceſſ ity 
of Divine Revelation: 

2. That the Books of the Old 
and New Teſtament , which by 
way of Eminency we: call the Strip- 
tures, do contain this Divine Re- 
velation. And that in theſe Books 
| God hath Revealed fo much of his 
own Natare, as 1s neceſſary for us 
to know in order to our Salva- _ 
tion, . 


B 2 But 
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But ſince thele Unitaſans do 
profeſs themſelves Chriſtians , 
and 'conlequently to believe, the 
Holy Scriptures, I ſhall have ſo 
much Charity for, them at_ pre- 
ſent, as to ſuppole it: -And ſhall. 
treat them as ſuch. And then 
the only thing I am to prove, is 
this, viz. That the Doctrine 'of 
the "Trinity «is Revealed in the 
SCriptures. 


Q. But neither the word Tri-. 
nity, nor the word Perlon are to 
be found in Scripture. - How then 
can - you pretend to prove a Trint- 
ty of Perſons from the Scrip- 
tures © EM 

A. © Though neither the word 
© Trinity, nor perhaps Perſon, in 

© the 


the B. Trinity. "5 ; 


© the Senſe in which it is uſed 
. = Divines when they treat of 
* this Myſtery, be any where to 
© be met with in Scripture ; yet 
© it cannot be denied - but that 
© Three are there ſpoken of by 
Þ. © the Names of Father, Son, and 
** Holy Ghoſt, in whole Name 
* every Chriſtian is Baptized, and 
*to each of whom the higheſt 
© Titles and Properties of God are 
 * in Scripture attributed. ' And 
© thele Three are ſpoken of 
© with as much diſtinction from 
© one another, as we uſe to 
, yu_ of Three ſeveral Per- 
4 1Qns. 
- | © So that though the word 
© Trinity, be not found in Scri- 
© pture, yet thele Three are there 


3 © ex» 
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© expreſly and - frequently men- 
* tioned. And Trinity is no- 
* thing but Three of any Thing. 
* And {olikewiſe though the word 
* Perſon be not there _ expreſly 
* applied ro Father, Son, and 
* Holy Ghoſt ; yet it will be very , 
© hard to find a more conveni- 
* ent word whereby to expreſs 

© the diſtintion of theſe T hree. 
© For which reaſon I could ne- 
© yes yet ſee any juſt Caule to 
© quarrel at this Term. For fince 
, he Holy Spiric, of God in 
* Scripture hath thought fit in - 
© ſpeaking of theſe Three .to di- 
* ſtinguiſh them from one ano 
©ther, as we ule. in common * 
© Speech to . diſtinguith, Three 
© ſeveral Perfons , I _ 
ice 


© ſee any reaſon why in the 
© Explication of this *M/tery, 
* which purely depends -upon 
< Divine Revelation, we ſhoald 
* not ſpeak of it in the ſame 
* manner as the Scripture doth. 
* And though the word Perſon 
© is now become a Term of Art, 
* I ſee no cauſe why we ſhould 
* decline it, ſo long as we mean 
© by ic neither more nor. leſs 
© than what the Scripture fays 
© in other words. Y. Archbiſhop 
 Tillotfon's Sermon on 1 Tim. 2. 5. 
DD os ptr We 

| _ © Here then I fix my foot: 
\. © That there are Three Differen- 
* ces in the Deity, which the * 
* Scripture ſpeaks of by the 
© Names of Father , Soy, and 
By * Hob 
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SS 
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* Holy Ghoſt and every. where 
6 _ of them as we ule to 
© do. of Three diſtin& Perſons. 
© And therefore I ſee no reaſon 
* why in this Argument we 


© ſhould nicely abſtain from 


© uling the word Perſon. 14. 


Sermon II; . on John 1. 14. 
p. 120. 


Q. You confeſs then that the 
word Trinity is not to be found in 
Scripture. However , ( may theſe 
Unitarians reply) Have you not 
found it in the Athanaſtan Creed ? 


And becauſe the Church of England 


hath owned this Creed, by taking it 
mto her Liturgy, that you may ap- 


: prove your Selves true Sons of the 


Church, - therefore, ſay they , you 


are. 


YNXLIAA 


- 


are reſolved to Defend it. V. Pref. 
tro Mr. Mlb. p. 7. 


© A.. We aſſert Three Perſons in 
© the Godbead, Not becauſe we 
© find them in the Athanaſtan 
© Creed ; but becauſe the- Scri- 
* pture hath Revealed that there 
* are Three , Father, Son, and 
© Holy Ghoſt, .co - whom the 
© Divine Nature and Attributes 
*are given. This we verily Be- 
 lieve , that che Scripture hath 
© Revealed; and thar there are 
© a% great many Places, of 
© which we think no tolera- 
© ble” Senſe can be given with- 
*out it, and Pec3 A we al- 
© ſert this No&rine on the ſame 


©, Grounds, on which we believe 
Cc - 
the 


the B. Trinity, 19 : 


* 


_ 0 2.0 
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© the Scriptures. And if there ' 
© are Three Perſons which have 
© the Divine Nature attributed 
Eto them ; what muſt we do. 
© in this Caſe? Muſt we caſt 
* off the Unity of the” Divine 
© Eſſence ? No, that is coo fre- 
—_— id plainly allerted 


or us to call it into Queſti--. ] 
on: Mult we reject thoſe + 


© Scriptures which attribute Di- _ 
P | 


* vinity to the. Son and Holy 
© Ghoſt, as well as to the Fa- 

© ther ? ' Thar we cannot do, Y 
© unleſs we caſt off thoſe Rooks 
© of Scripture , wherein thoſe 
* things are contained. V. Biſhop 
Stillingfleet's Yind. of the Trmity, 


pe l l 2. 
Q. But 
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Q. But is 4t not trifline tq- 
prove a Dottrme by Scripture , 
which ( as the Socmians pretend ) 


Þ is contrary to Reaſon ? It being 


a known Rule ( which T ſhall ex- 
preſs in the words of Biſhop Stil- 
lngfleet ) That, Whatever ſpeaks 
© a direft Repugnanty to any of 
© the Fundamental Diftates of. 
© Nature , cannot be of Divine 
« Revelation. V. Orig. Sacr. p.172. 


" © For the Law of Naturt, and of 


g © Right Reaſon , imprinted in our 


© bearts, ts as truly the Law ,and 
8 Word of God , as 1s that which 

© 1s printed in our Bibles. V. Bi- 
ſhop Sander/on's Ser. 4. ad Cl.- 
p. 78. And therefore ſince Truth 
is never contrary to it ſelf , is it 
not mmpertinent to prove this Do+ 
| firme 
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Arine of the Trinity by the Scri- 
ptures, which is not only above 
Reaſon, but plainly contrary to 
5 2:6: ; 
* 4. As to its being above 
© Reaſon, which they are- loth 
*to admit any thing to be; , 
* this I think * will bear no great 
© Diſpute : Becaule if they would 
© be pleaſed to ſpeak our, they 
* can -mean no more by this, 
* but that our Reaſon is not able 
© fully to comprehend it. But 
© what then? Are there no Mj- 
© ſeries in Religion? That I am 
* ſure they will not ſay, becauſe 
© God, whole Infinite Nature and 
© PerfeCtions, are the very foun- 
* dation of all Religion, is cer- 
© tainly the greatelt Myſtery : 
* a 


ix.Y 
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© all other, and the moſt in- 
* comprehenſible. Bur we muſt 
© nor, nay they will not for this 
© reaſon deny, that there is ſuch 
© a Being as God. And there- 
« fore f there be' Myſteries in 
© Religion , it is no' reaſonable 
© Objection againſt them,  thar 
* we cannot fully comprehend 
© them : Becauſe all Mhſteries , 


'Þ © in what kind ſoever, whether 


© in Religion, or in Natwre, fo, 
© long, and 'ſo far- as they are 
* Myſteries, are for that ve 
* reaſon incomprehenſible. 714. 
Archbiſhop Tillotſon, Serm. II, on 
Joh. t. 344 $45, | 

© I defire it ' may be conſt- 
* dered , That it is not repug- 
* nant 'ro Reaſon to believe 


| 


þ 


- © ſfome- 


* pechenkige by our Reaſon ; 


rovided that we have ſuffici- . 


© ent ground and reaſon for the 


© belief of them : Eſpecially it 


© they be concerning God , who 
© is in his Nature Tncomprebenſi 
© ble ; and we be well aſſured 
© that he hath revealed them. 
© And therefore it ought nor to 
© offend us, that thele Diffe- 
© Fences 1n the Deity are incom- 
< prehenſible by our finite Un- 
c derftandings ; becauſe the Di- 
© vine Nature it ſelf is ſo, and 


© yer the belief of that A the-. 


* Foundation of all Religion. 
© There are 2 great many 


, * things in Nature which we ' 


© cannot comprehend, how they 


24 A Vindication of  \ 


© ſome things which 2re incom- }. 


MF. Lay A IS -— —_— —_ ” A TY 


© either 4 
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© either are, or can be. 7d. Ser, 
on 1 Tim. 2. 5. pag. 22. 
© For my own part, I con- 
© fels it to be ' my ' Opinion, 
© that we conyerle every day 
© with very many things, none 
© of which we comprehend. 
© Who is he that comprehends 
© either che Structure , or the 
© Reaſon of the Powers of Se- 
*minal Forms or Seeds ? > Or 
. © how the Parts of Matter hold 
, together ? . Or how, being in 
© their own nature Lifeleſs and 
© Senſleſs , they do ( for all 
© that) in ſome Poſitures and 
©Textures , acquire Life , Sen- 
© farion, [and even Yolition , 
* Memory and Reaſon? Or 
* how the Surw and other vaſt. 
y - © Heavenly 
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* Heavenly Fires ſubfiſt for ſo 
* many Ages, without any Noy- 
* riſhmenc or Fuel ; which Fire, 
© of all other Bodies, moſt re- 
* quires? Or how, when the. 
* Sun arrives at the "Tropicks, 
© he never goes further , either 
© Northward or Southward , but 
* returns towards the Equator, 
© and thereby preſerves the | 
'* World by his Vital Warmth? |, 
V. Conſider: on the Trinity, to HH. . 
p. 4- 
© There are many things - 
© likewiſe in our Selves, which . 
*no- man 1s able in- any mea- 
© ſure to comprehend, as to the 
© manne# how they are | done 
* and performed. - As the Yital 


* Union of Soul amd Body. Who - | 
_ . « £086: 


{ 
: 


| 
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© can- imagine by/ what device 
© or means a Spirit. comes to 
© be fo cloſely united, and fo 
© frrmly linkd to 2. Material 
© Body ,- that they are nor to 
© be parted without great  force' 
© and violence' offer d to: Na- 
© ture? The like may be -ſaid 
© of the Operations of | our: ſe- 
© veral Faculties of Senſe and 


« Imagination ,, of | Memory and 


© Reafon ," and: eſpecially of the 
; * Liberty "of our Wills. Ao yer 
© we certainly fhnd all theſe Fa- 
* culries in our ſelves, though 
© we cannor cither comprehend 
© or explain the particular man- 


ner in which the ſeveral Ope- 


© rations of them are pertorm- 
ed... 
E- © And 
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- © And-if we cannot com- | 
*-prehend the manner of thoſe 
© Operations, which we plain- 
< ly perceive and feel to be.in 
<. our; Selves, much -leſs cag we 
*-expect to comprehend thi 
| <thent us ;. _ leaſt of 2 
©can we pretend to comprehend 
© the infinite Nature and Perfebti- 
© ons of God," and every thing 
© belonging to him. 

_ * Thus you fee, by theſe In- 
© ſtances, that it is not repug- 
< nant to Reaſon to believe. a 


CE TY 


* great many._things to be., of Þ 


© the - manner. of whoſe  Exi- 
© ftence we are not able to. give 
© a particular: and diſtin ac- 
* count. ' And; much - leſs is ac” 
© repugnant to Reaſon. to..be- 
SDS, lieve 


© lieve thoſe "things concerni 
© God, which we are 'v | 
© affirred he hath declared con- © . 
© cerning himſelf, though” theſe 
- ©things by our Reaſon ſhould 
be incomprehenſible. WF 
: © And this is truly che Caſe as 
Teo the matter now under de- 
©bate. ' We' are ſufficiently af- 
©ſtred that the Scriptures are a 
; - wn Ro : _-— that 
*+this Mſte e Trinty is 
es Aries to Us. Now 
"thar we cannot rchend 
_ ©it, 5s*no ſufficient Reafon nor 
_ "to believe" it. For if it were, 
"2 good Reaſon for nor be- - 
©lieving ir, then no Man ought 
"to believe har” there is a God, 
"becauſe his Narure 'is moſt 
_— 4 © Cer- 
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* moſt certainly incomprehenh1- 
© ble. . But. we are: aflured-by 
* many Arguments that there. is 
© a God; and'the fame natural 
© Reaſon which aſſures ,us ,...that 
. © He s, doth likwiſe affure-,us 
* that He 1 incomprebenſible ; 
*. and therefore our believing him 
*.to. be ſo, doth by:no means 
; overthrow our Belict of his Be- 
© In like manner, we. are,al- 
* ſured by Divine Revelation. of 
© the a of this Doctrine 'of 
* the, Trinity : and ;being once 
* aſſured of that, ..our not be» 
* ing able fully co comprehend 


s "" ; 
A. Vindication's 
= p . 
| VETTA \ < W ; 


* it , is not, reaſon enough //ro 
© ſtagger: our belicf. of 1c. A ; 
YL | 
: Man, cannot;,deny what . he- 


* 
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JT 
- Ciſeryz" chouph the/neceſfary'con- | 
© ſequence of admitting/ir, may 
be ſomething which-the /can- 
© not comprehend.! 'One, 'can- 
not deny''the frame-"of this 
© World which he fees with his 
\ eyes, though from 'rlience it 
© will neceſlarily follow /:thac 
«either that or ſomeching elſe 
© muſt be of (ir ſelf: Which 
q. \.yer is A ing, which no'man 
| 5 eu toangs end how it can” 
by 
1/4 And by the | ſame Reaſon 
2 min muſt not deny- what 
-God ſays, to' be true'; though 
*he” cannot comprehend on 
| - things which God ſays : *As 
© particularly concerning "chis3 
| Kan of the 'Trinity.”” "Ir -ought 
C.3 * then 


G 4 * 2 ; PR Tn. . K 9 PO, 0 8, POO « 
* 4 \ fas dats» at; A , FIT dh E LI p; LEE TEE APR OTE 4 v8 AS 
a P : oe OS - _- - FT ” - W o Wi W a NF 
K x - : E x 
- - 
4 
# . » G n 
_ 1 
* - Pa 
© mo .vF, 4 
. £% I q- - = G 
Y v : p 
P } ® 
- . i, 
= 5 " Y PR: 
Z 
4 


. - > i rata a We OR ET EE AN ES,” TEE RIO FI , _ 2 AE: 
s Re 2 Tees 4 Da rr and 4 = At ag R WO Df > Ou Wy CODE VEIN LTP " 
K < A þ 
| wu 
" . 

1 4 ; - 

ju - 
? 
” oo 4 . 
32 5 


CA nah 
* ſufficient. Evidence, that this 


3M * Dodtrine: i is delivered in Scrip- 


© ture ,-and that what is there 


; * declared concerning! it ,. doth | 


* not impl fy! Qocracudtcn, 


; For == d our finite Un- ' 
pretend to com- 


"bas which is 
Lov to ger all rhe-real Dif- 
". ferences that are, conſiſtent with 
; - the Hnity of an-Infinite B 


* or to be able fully to —_ 


' © this Myſtery by any ſimilitnde 
© or relemblance taken from #- 
© nite. Beings ? |. Ve Archbiſhop 


Tilleſon's Sexe.) on 1 Tim. 2-15 [. 


+23- 
© Great Diffeulty I adn 


* ledge -there' is (in the explica- | 
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© tion of it, in __ = fur- 
* ther we go, beyond what'God 
* hath Hebala fir to reveal 'to-us 
© in Scripture: concerning it, the 
' © more-we are entangled; -and 
© that which men are-pleaſed to 
*call an explaining of it, does, 
in my apprehenſion , often 
* make it more obſcure, that is, 
© leſs plain than -it was' before. 
© Which does not ſo very well 
© apree with a'pretence of Ex- 
© plication. Id. Ser. on Joh.-1. 14. 
p-119. al 
* And therefore, though ſome 
© Learned and Judicions Men 
© may have very commendably 

* attempted 'a more particular 
\ © Explication of this great My- 

© ery by the ftrengeh of Reſon, 
6h C 4 "yet 
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< yet. 1 dare not -pretend-''to 
* that, knowing | boch the difh= 
* cuity..and danger of ſuch an 
* Attempt, and mine own -inſuf- 
* ficiency for.it. ; 
* All tha I eyer defigned up- 

* on, this Argument, was to 
* make out the. -Credibiliry of 
* the Thing from the Auchoricy 
* of the - Holy. Scriptures 5 with- 
* out deſcending. te a more' par- 
< ricular explication of it than 
« the, Scripture hath given. us : 
© Leſt by endeavouring . to lay 
* the Difficulties which are alre> 
<.dy ſ}arted abourt-it, new: ones 
- .© ſhould be raiſed, and ſuch as - 

© may, perhaps, be much hard- 
© er tobe removed, than thoſe 
* we have now to grapple'wichal. 

LL *Nor 
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© Nor indeed do I fee that it is 
C * any Wa neceftary-to do-more; 
ir bei ne ſfciers chat God hath 
f NE es. whar he thought fir-in 
© this matter, and that we *do 
C * furraly believe whar- he lays 
* concerning itto be true, though 
* we do" not perfectly compre- 
{ hend the meaning of all that 
© he: hath ſaid-about'it. 1d. Ser. 
on:1 Tim./2. 5. p-1 Won 


Q. But theſe Unicaxians do 
urge-"the. matter much. fuyther \, 
and pretend ; That - this 
of the Trinity , now under ihe 
1s not only above. Reaſon 5 but. 
| plainly contrary to Reaſon.” - For 
thus they x rh with the Bi- 
LA 4 Worceſter. 

c H @ 


: © He utterly miſtakes (to:give 
* y0urtheir own words) in "Think- 
F ing , that. we: deny the Arti- 
« cles of 'the New Chriſtianity 
*.or\ Athanafian Religion, becauſe 
* they are Myſteries , or becauſe 
* we do not comprehend them 5 we 
© deny them, becauſe we do com- 
© prebend them ; we have a clear 
© and diſtinf perception, that' they 
* are not Myſteries ,. but Contra- 
* ditions, Impoſſibilities,. and pure 
© Nonſenſe. 'V. Confid. on Expl. 
of. the "Trinity, in. a Letter to 
AL pip it 
ſhip made to this ? | 

* A. This is a very (bold 


© Charge., and not- very be- 


f coming the Modeſty .and De- 


* cency 
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Now what Reply bath his Lords 


d C8!) 


_ of ſuch, who: know at 
© the ſame (time ' that they 
© pole "the Religion kn ; 
© eftabliſhed, and in-ſuch rand 
© which they look ' ow as ſome 
* of the principal Articles - of 
© the: Chriſtian Faith. Y. Vind. 
of the Thinity. 'p, 54+ 
' © Theſe. words contain _ 
* them fo ſpiteful, fo: tp ren 
© fo wnrea le a Charge upon 
© the -Chriſtian Church: in yr 
©-neral, -and: our own mn 
"cular, +thar I could: not bur 
1 think: my ſelf- concerned, els 
C pecially ince they are Addref. 
© fed ro me, to do what'in me 
© lay (as ſoon as my. yncertain 
* State, of Health would 'per- 


| Bid towards the: clearing the 


* Fune 


be B. B. Trinin.. 'm- 3 


 *Fundamencal . Myſtery of "the 
* Arhanafian Religion ,' as they | 
| © call" ir; viz; | The Doftrine of 
L * the Trinity, which is ichiefly 
| - *Ftruck at by chem. < 96 


gn 


"Q "Tis a ſeaſonable. Service to 
the Chriſtian Church general, 
and our own in | particular, that a 
Perſon fo eminent | for Learning 
and Prudence, ) bath at: this jun- 
Hure undertaken the Defence of 

the B. Trinity.” | But in what man- 
ner doth his 20 6 propoſe to. 
—_ it ? 


A. C Without running into 
"any new Explications ,.1 Or ny 
£4 ing; aſide my old : Terms , tor 


« which | 


© which he- could:-nor. ſee ady | 


«.juft deeafion.. £ rity eds 
* For however thoughtful Meri 


c may think to eſcape ſome par- 


- * ticular | Difficulties better ,'. by 


* going out of the|. common 
© Roads, ; yer they may .mect 


* with- others , which they did 


© not forelee,, which: may make 
* them as: well as, Others judge 
© it,. ar laſt, a wiſer and- ſatet 
* courle + to keep (in the ſame 
* way., Which. the + Chriſtiari 
© Church hath uſed ever ſince 


. © it hath agreed to expreſs - het 
* Senſe in ſuch Terms, .whicti 


\FLEIAS 


* tions ſtarred, and Diſputes rai- 


© were- thought moſt proper fot 
* that purpole. 10721360 
: why then are new Explica- 


©{ed 
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© fed and carried 'on ſo warmly 
© about: them 2 We had mu 
© better fſarisfy our ſelves with 
©thar Language which the 
© Church hath received ; and is 
© expreſſed in the Creeds, than 
© po abour with new Terms, to 
©-raiſe new Ferments, eſpecially 
©at-a time, when our united | 
* Forces are moſt neceſlary a- 
* gainſt our common Adverſa- 
* ries. No Wiſe and: Good Men 
*can, be fond of any new In- 
* yentions, when the Peace-of 
"the Church is | hazarded by 
"them. And it/is a great pity, _ 
© that any new"Phraſes, or-Ways 
* of Expreſſion, ſhould cauſe un- - | 
* reaſonable Heats among thoſe 
* who ate «really .of the fame }- 
| * Mind. - 


YNiins 


"tbe B: Trinity: 4+ 
* Mind. Yd. Pref. p.. and 35 


and Vind,' p. 106. 


-- Q. But bows can theſe Uni- 
tarians ' pretend , that ” the Do- 
frine of the Trinity is  contra- 
ry to: Reaſon? How , and in 
what manner have they attempted 
to-: prove it? What Grounds "have 


' uch a Charge as this, © 
ex Ra iRion gs. i, 


- lity? 


WILILAA 


A. . T ſhall draw up the Charge 
As own Words. 

©T heirs, they lay, is an 4c + 

« countable and Re enable Faith , 

© but that of the rinitarians is. 

* abſurd , and contrary both to 

© Reaſon and to it ſelf and there- 


an only falſe as 


Bur ! wherein lies this Impoſſi- 
' © bilty * That. they: ſoon tell 
*us. Becauſe we a frm that there 
© are Three Perſons," who are ſe- 
© yerally and/ each of them | true 
c God,, and yet there is but One 
* true God:: Now , lay they, 
* this is an Error m counting 0r 
* numbring , which when flood in, 


Cis of all others . the moſt Brutal 


*-and inexcuſable ; ; and not to diſ- 


V. 


© cern it, is not to be a Man. 
Hiſt. of the' Unit, p.-9.'n..7. 
. © For we cannot be miſtaken im the 
r * Notion of One--and T hree ;' We 
* are. moſt..certaits' that. Que us not 
c Tens and T bree are not One. 
V. Def. of Fiſt. of Unit. -p. 7. 

; $0 that bere us an. Arithmetical, as 
ell 4s Grammatical Contradithion. 

| + 7. Fof, 
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* Ghoſt , yet not Three Gods, but 
© One God; a man firſt diftinly 
* numbers T hree Gods, and then in 
* ſumming them up, brutiſhly ſays, 
* not Three Gods, but 'one God. 
*V. Acts of Athanaſius, p. 13. 
*Which is plainly, as if a man 


| c*© ſhould ſay, Peter, James, and | 


* John being three Perſons, are one 
* Man; and One Man ts theſe Three 


* diſtin Perſons , Peter , James 
© and John. Is it not now a ridi-. 


* culous Attempt, as well as a bars 
* barous Indignity, to go about thus 
* to make Aſſes of all Mankind, un« 
* der pretence of teaching them a 
* Creed * V. Notes on Athanaſius's 
Creed, p. 11. 


D © This 


. 4 F 3 #3 - 


© For, in laying, God the Father, 
© God the Son, and Gag the Holy 


* This is their Charge. And 
© 'ris very freely ſpoken, with re- 
© ſpect, not merely ro our 
* Church , but the Chriſtian 
© World; which owns this Creed 
© to be a juſt and true Explication 


© of the Doctrine of the Trinity. 


* Bur there are ſome. Creatures as 
\ © remarkable for their untoward 
* Kicking, as for their Stupidity. 
V. Biſhop of Worceſter s Defence 
of the Trmuty, p. 101. 


© It is ſtrange boldneſs in men. 


© totalk thus of Monſtrous Con- 


* rradictions in things above their . 
* reach. But ſome have fo uſed- 
* themſelves to,the Language of 
* Jargon, Nonſenſe , Contradithion, 


© Impoſſibility, that it comes from 


©them, as ſome men ſwear, 
2 


© when 


44 4 Vindication of 


» J 
Han a. ht. aa. dts. © "EE © 


# 


the B. Trinity. ks a5 


* when they do not know It, 
H. p.76. 


Bur that the Rudeneſs of cheſe 
Unitarians, in thus condemning 
the Chriſtian Church, may more 
fully a pear, let us proceed Ve» 
ry diitintly to examine , this 
matter. Do you therefore, Fir uf 

ive their Obje&tion its [ 

} oy and - chrough Di- 
vine Afﬀiſtance , r { recurn you 
my Anſwer. 


Q. Are not -Peter, James, and 
John, Three dftinl Shhanmes 'Per- 


ſons | F 


4: 'Tis granted, 


WIILRA 
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Q. Are not Peter, James, and 
John, Three -diſtin& . different 
Men * © Ls 

A. Who doubts it ? 


Q. I it not a Contradifttion to 
ſay, That Peter « James, or that 
James and John are Peter ? 

A. This likewiſe muſt be ac- 
knowledg'd. 


.Q. Is it not a Contradiftion to © 
affirm, That Peter, James and 
John, being Three Men , are but || | 
One Man ? And us it not equaly Y ( 
abſurd to Declare, That One Man 
is theſe Three Men * 

A. . Sure I cannot, be miſtaken 
in the Notion of One and Three. 
Bur am moſt certain, That One 

is 


Os ©Q.,, 


Viina 
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is not Three, and T bree are not 
One. Burt what of all this ? 


"  Q. Obſerve what follows. Are 
notxthe Father, the Son, and the 
Holy - Ghoſt (according to the A- 
thanaſian Creed) Three diſtin 
different Divine Perſons ? 

4. I firmly believe it. 


Q. And if theſe Three Divine 
Perſons, Father, Son and Holy 
Ghoſt, are Three Gods, . is it not 
« ContradiBtion to ſay, ther is but 
One God ? 

"4. To-lay, there are Three 
Gods, and yet but One God, is © 

| doubtleſs 2 Contradiftion. Bur | 
. | who affirms, There are Three 


Gods 2 


1-2 Q. Doth 
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Q. Deth not the Athanaſian 
Creed * ? 


A No. Thar Creed els 
ſlaich, There are not Three Gods, 
bur @ne Gad. | 


Q. If you will not renounce. your 


Reaſon, I do thus prove it to you. '| 
The Father is God, There is |, 


One. The Son is God, There 


is Two. The Holy Ghoſt is God, -| 


There is Three. Are not here 

Three Gods * Do you think me 
fuch a Fool; that I cannot count, 
One, Two, and Three ? 


- A Fhus indeed the Hnitarians 
We ls) wiſely argue. * But can theſe 
ett, * Men | 
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© Men of Senſe and Reaſon 
_-* think, that the Point in Con- 
* troverly ever was,, Whether in 
* Numbers, One could be T hree, 
or T bree One ?. If they think ſo, 
© I wonder they do not think of | 
* another thing ; which is, the 
6 begging all Trinitarians for 
* Fools ; becauſe they cannot 
© count One, Two and Threg; 
* and an Unitarian Jury would 
© certainly caft them. One would 
© think ſuch Writers had never 


| gone beyond Shop-books; for 


* they rake it for granted, thar 
' © all depends upon Counting. But 
© theſe terrible Charges -were 
© ſome of the moſt common 
* and trite Objections of Infidels. 
* Sr. Auguſtin mentions it as ſuch 
D 4 * when 
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Interrogant enim 
nos aliquando Infi- 


. deles, & dicunt, Pa- 


trem quem dicitis, 
Deum dicitis ? Res 
ſpondemus Deum, 
Filium quem dicitis, 
Deym dicitis ? Re- 


' ſpondemus Deum. 


Spiritum SanQum 
quem dicitis, Deum 
dicitis ? | Reſponde- 
mus Deum. Ergo 
inquipnt , Pater & 
Filiys, & Spiritus 
Sanctus tres ſunt 
Dii. Reſpondemus, 
Non, Turbanturs , 


- quia non iſluminan- 


rur, cor clauſum ha- 


| bent quia clavem 
- fidel non - habent. 


Ang. in Fob. Tr. 39. 


* and Holy Ghoſt 


A Vindication of 
£ when he faith $ -#} 


©'The Infidels ſome» 
© times a5k us, What 
* do you call the 
© Father ? we an- 


* ſwer, God. What 


© the Son ? we an- 


© ſwer, God. What 


* the Holy Ghoſt ? 
* we anſwer, God. 
* So that here the 
F Infidels make 
Fthe ſame Ob- 


* jetion , and 


'$ draw the ve 


* fame Inference. 
© Then, lay they, 
* the Father, Son, 
, are three Goas. 


* But what ſaith St, Auguſtin to 


© this? 


XUM 
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© this? Had he no more kill in 
© Arithmetick, than to ſay, there 
* are Thyee, and yet but One ? He 
* © ſaith plainly that there are not 
* three Gods. The Infidels are 
* troubled, becauſe they are not In- 
* lightned ; their heart is ſhut up, 
* becauſe they are without Faith. 
© By which it is plain, he look'd 
* on thele as the proper Obje- 
© ions of Infidels, and not of 


© Chriſtians. * 


© Bur St.. Auguſtin doth- nor 


* give it over lo. 
*When you begin 
| © to count , faith 
*he, you go on; 
* One, "Two and 
©Three. But when 
* you have reckon'd 


Ubi cogitare cce- 
peris, incipis nume- 


' rare : Ubi numera- 


veris, quid nume- 
raveris, non .potes 
reſpondere. Pater, 
Pater eſt; Filius Fi- 
lius z Spiritus San- 


© them, 


Rus, Spiritus San- 
Rus eſt. Quid ſunt 
Iti Tres ? non tres 
Dii ? Non. Non 
xres Omnipotences? 
Non, fed Unus Om- 
nipotens. Hoc ſolo 
numerum infinuant, 

nod ad invicem 

nt, non quod ad 
ie ſunt. 1d. 16. 


p- 58. 
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c them, what u 't 
* Jour have been 
* counting ? The 

© Father « the Fa- } 
© ther, the Son the 

* Son, and the 

* Holy Ghoſt, the 

: ' Holy Ghoſt.What 


* are theſe T bree*? 


© tre they not Three Gods * No. 
© Are they not Three Almighties? 
© No. They are capable of Num- 
© ber as to their Relation to each 
© other ; but not as to their Eſſence, 
© which is but one. V. Biſhop 
Stillingfleet's Vindic. of the Trin. 


«© Will men never learn to di- 
* ſtinguiſh between Numbers and 
f he Nature of Things * For 


ph : Tom 


Nl ina 


© Three to be One is a Contradis 
 ftion in Numbers ; but whether 
© an Infinite Nature can com« 
© municate it ſelf co Three diffee 
* rent Subſiſtences , without ſuch 
* a Diviſion as is among Created 
© Beings, muſt not be determin- 
* ed by bare Numbers, but by 
* the Abſolute Perfeftions of. the 
© Divine Nature ; which muſt 
© be owned to .be above our 
* Comprehenſion. 14. Serm. on 
kt Tin 1634: a t36::. +: 
This is. plam and convincing 
to all Modeſt Unprejudiced Per 
ſons. | But it ſeems out Unitari- 
ans are not thus. to be con- 
vinced : Who do further Object ; 
Thar it is as ridiculous to ; 
Thar the Father , 'the Son, and 
the 
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ſons, are One God; as it is to 


ſay, that Peter, James, and John, 


being Three Perſons, are One | 


Man. 


Q. If I rightly apprehend them, 


their Argument is this. Three Hu- 
man Perſons are "Three Men, 
Therefore Three Divine Perſons 
are "Three Gods. + And this they 
| repeat with great Triumph in ſe- 
veral of their Pamphlets. What 
Anſwer therefore can - you return to 
this? | 
- F 4. How can any Man of 
© Senſe be ſatisfied with - ſuch 
* kind of Arguments as theſe ? 
* One would think , they wrote 
© only for ſuch as would take 

St * their 


54 A Vindication of I 
the Holy Ghoſt, being T bree Per- 


© their words; they join ſo'mnch 
© Confidence with fo very little 
* appearance of Reaſon. For. is 
© not this grear $kill in theſe Mat- 
© ters, to make ſuch a Parallel 
© between three Perſons in the God- 

| © bead, and Peter, James and John? 

_ © Do they think there is no Dif- 
* ference between an infinitely 
* perfect Being, and: ſuch finite 
© limiced Creatures as Individuals 
* among Men are ?- Do they ſup- 
* poſe the Divine Nature capable . 
* of ſuch Diviſion and Separation 
# by Individuals, as Human Na- 
* ture is? | 


Q. No, they. may ſay; but ye 
oy hold three Perſons muſt think 
EN © + | 


© 4. For 


| 4 


56 A Vindication of 


© 4. For what reaſon ? We do 


© afſert Three Perſons, bur ir 1s 


© on the account of Divine Re- 


© yelation, and in ſuch a' man- 


© ner, as the Divine Nature is 
< capable of ir. For it is 4 
© yood Rule” of Boethins, Taka 
« funt  predicata , qualia ſubje8 

© permiſerint, We muſt not ſay 
< that there are Perfons in the 
* Trinity , bur in fuch a man- 
© ner as is agreeable to the Di- 


* vine Narure ;' and if chat be 


* not capable of Diviſion and Se- 

< paration, then the Perſons muſt 

© be in the ſame undivided El- 
© lence. Id. Vind. p.102. 

© So that herein lies the crue 

* Solurion of che Difficulry , 'by 


| * confi Idering the difference be- 


© tween 


L 


the B. Trinity. 47 


© tween the Humane and Divine 
© Nature. The Humane Na- 
© cure, being finite, is capable. 
y* © of Diviſion, Mulciplication and 
© Separation. . Bur the Divine 
© Nature , being Irfinite, 'is not 
©.capable of any Diviſion ,” 
© Multiplication and Separa- 
© ion. | | 

.* Now the Divine Eſſence is 
* that alone which makes God ; 
© that can. be but One, and 
© therefore there can be no more 
© Gods than One. But becauſc 
the fame Scripture, which aſ- 
© ſures us 'of the» Unity of the 
* Divine Efſence, doth likewiſe 
* join the Son and Holy . Ghoſt 
*m the fame Attribures, Ope- 
* rations and Worſhip, therefore 


as 


$58 A Vikdicationof 


*as to the mutual Relations, 
* we may reckon Three, bur as 


© to the Divine Effence, that can 


© be no more than One. 


Here then is the true Reaſon 


why we afirm; That Three 


Human Perſons , Peter, James, 
and John, are Three Men ; and 
yet Three Divine Perſons ,. the 
Father , the Son, and the Holy 
Ghoſt, are but One God, © Be- 


* cauſe ., The Divine Eſſence is 


© not capable-of ſuch Diviſion 
* and Separation, as the” Hu- 
* man Nature is. 1d. p. 64, 


& 76. 


Q. This is full, and to the pur- 


poſe ; and hath given great Satiſ- 


fattion 


Wilks 


fattion . to my Self , 4s well as 

athers. | | 

But is there nothing further 
Objefted againſt the | Dorine "of 
the B. Trinity , wherein IT may be 
inſtrufted by you. * 


A. There is an Objection 
lately ſtarted; and I wonder 
| you have not: charged. - me 
with it. 


Q. Pray let me hear it * 


A. Tis this. 
- Three Divine Subſtances are 
Three Gods. 
- | But Three Divine Perſons, are 
Three Divine Subſtances. 


S:-- © 


| Therefore . Three Divine %o- 
fons are F bree Gods. 


Fhis - hach = infultingl 
beer repeated by our ey 
rians, and hack made no little 
noiſe in their late Papers: and __ 


Pamphlers. 


Q. Who revived this old Ob- 
pion, and how came it nop 
to be brought _ upon the © 
Stage ? 


© 4 To underſtand this mat- 
< ter rightly, we- muſt conſider 
* that when the Socinias Pam 
* phlets firſt came- abroad , ſome 
* years lince,, a Learned and - 
* Worthy Perſor of our we 
W 


© who had appeared with great 
' © our Adverlaries of the Church 
© of» Rome iti the late Reign 
© ( which ought nbe' ro be fors 
© gotten) undertook to defend 
© the Dofrine of the Trinity a> 
© gainſt rhe Hiſtory ' of the Uni- 
© trarians, and che Notes of thi 
* T Athanaſian Creed : But in the 
,. *warmtch of Diſputing , and 
1 © out of a defite' to mike this 
© marter more intelligible , -he 
* ſulfer'd. himſelf to be carried 
© beyond che ancient Methods; 
* which ht Church hath uſed 
ol «> expreſs her Senſe by , till 
* xeraining the ſame Fundamien- 
'" *tal' Article of three Perſons in 
'* one wndivided Eſſence, but 'ex- - 
wg.” E " WS * plaining 
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- plaining i it in ſuch a- manner! 
- as to make each Perſon 'to . 
- have a peculiar and proper Subs 
* ſtance #7 own. -V. Biſhop-of 


Worceſter's Pref. to Vind. .of 'Trin. 
Pp. 20. 


— 


of - that- Learned Perſon more - di- 


| fn3y. 


© the ſame Author aſlerts- , 

*©(4.) That it 6 groſs Sabel- 

- © lianifn/ to fay, That there a 
* a6 three Perſonal Minds, 

? * Spirits, or Subſtances. (2 That 

© a diſtint /| ubſtantial Perſon muſt.” 

* have a diſtin&t* Subſtance of bis 

* own , proper and peculiar, to: bis 


Q. Let me hear the Opinion 


© 4. In ſhore. it hs this: That * 


bay 


Ws i - 
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* own Perſon. But he owns, 

©rhat although there are - three Hi- 

" Jrnet Perſons, or Minds, each 

© of whom is diftintiy and by him- 

; © felf God, yet there are not three 

© Gods, but. One God," or. one Di- 

; vanity. Which he faith 4s in- 

* tirely, and indiviſibly,, inſe- 

' Parably in three ws ny Perf ons 

* or Minds. That the © ſame one: 

» ,* Divme Nature is wholly'and m- 

©tirely communicated by the Eternal 

«© Father, to the Eternal. Son , and; 

© by the "Father" and Son to; the 

Eternal Spirit , without any 'Di- 

'Þ j/iorr or Separation; and- ſo it 

*. remains + one ſtill.  V. Modeſt 
_ p. 15, 17, 29, 30. 8 


? E 3 * This 


YWLIAMA 


* This is the ſubRance of this 


c new Ex which _ 
© raiſed "ar ._ "Buyer 
* unttions from ori hg A--4 
< thought neceſſary to ſuppreſs 
© them. Ls Pref- pe 25. © 


Q. Pray tell me your Thoughts 

< with frendens Is this Explication 
the Trinity, by Three diſtinct 

ite Minds ans: N70 » | 
Orthodox, a | 


4. Now to deal as. impar- 
© rially in chis matter as may 
yr 5b not think' our Un- 
* derſtandings'one jor helped in 
f the Notion of the HE by 
{ chis Hypotbefis 4 bur thar it is| 
* liable| * 
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© liable to as great Difficulties 


| © as any other. 


| 'Q. . You begin then to ſuſpe@. 


bis Explication, 
| | . 
© 4. None ought to: be fond 


*** of it; Or tq fer it againſt the 


© general Senſe of others,/and the 


© eurrant Expreſſions of Drvinecs 


* about theſe Myſteries : Nor'ts 
© call - the different Opinions ' of 


© others Hereſy or Nonſenſe , 


* which are provoking Words, 
* and tend very much to inflame 
© Mens Paſſions, becanſe-their 
* Faith and Underſtanding are 
* both call'd in queſtion, which 
* are very tender Tiling. Y.Pref. 


E4 Qb 


# - 


© I it then your Opinion, a | 
this Hypotheſis, of Three diſtinct 
Subſtances in the Trinity, can © 
ſearce be Defended ? : 


0 4. I fear ie.will bo impoſſi- 
* ble to clear this Hypotheſis as + 
* to the reconciling Thre? Indi- 
© vidual Eſſences with One indivi- 
* dual Divme Eſſence ; which looks 
* too like allerting, Thar there 
* are Three Gods, and yet but 
* One. 1d. p31 


,Q., Will you pleaſe to eabein 
this more fully, that 1 qnay -better 
rnderftand it £ 
- 4. * Cai: One whole entire Þ 
* indiviſible Subſtance be acty- 8 
AY : 
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© ally divided into Three Sub- 
© ances ? - For if every” Petſon 
© muſt have 'a peculiar... Subs 

* ſtance of: his own, cap 2 there 


© be Three Perſotis,..there muſt . 


© be Three peculiar Subſtances. 
e And: how can- there' be Three 


culiar 'Subſtances, | and yer 


at One. entire and- indivilible 


c NOS 2 I do nor/fay, rene] 
* muſt be Three divided Sab- © 


{ ſtances in- Place, or ' ſeparate 
© Subſtances ; bur they muſt be 
* divided. as three Individuals 

© of the ſame kind, which muſt 


© introduce a Specifick Divine Na- 


* ture, which I think very incon- 
« liſten with the Divine Perſe- 
* ctions. » 1b. p. 29, 


Q. But 
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Q. But every Perſon muſt have 


his own proper. Subſtance , - and ſo 
the Subſtance ' muſt be divided Ll | 


there be Three Perſons. 


4. © Thar every Perſon muſt 

* have a Subſtance to: ſu his 
* Subſiſtence is not deni But 
© the Queſtion'is ; Whether that 
© Subſtance maſt be divided, or 
_ © not? We ſay, where the Sub- 
© ſtance will bear it, as in Crea- 
"© ted Beings, 'a Perſon hath a | 
* ſepararc Subſtance ; that is. , 
© the ſame Nature diverſified by 
*'Accidents, Qualiries, and a 
* ſeparate Exiſtence. But where 

* theſe : thipgs cannot be, there 
F the fame Eſſence mult remain 
* undi- | 


XLIAM 


© undivided ; bur with fuch 
F Relative Properties 'as cannot 
* be confounded: Y. Yind. 'p. 
105. ET Py. 
7 When we ſpeak of Finite 
'* Subſtances and Perſons, we 
© are certain that diſtin Per- 
* ſons do imply diſtin&t Sub- 
© ſtances ; becauſe they have' 4 
© diſtint' and ſeparate Exi- 
© ſtence. Bur this will nor'hold 
© in an T1fmite Subſtance, where 
© neceſſary Exiſtence doth bes 
© long to the Idea of it. Id. p. 
261. | 


Q. But ſay. our Unitarians , 
* * 4 Perſon #s an Incelligent Be- 
i ing : and therefore; Three Per- 


* {ns muſt” needs ' be three In- 
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: * relligen 'Beings. S0' true if 7 
* &, that whoſoever acknowledges © 
*.Three Perſons m | the Godbead 
© (if he takes the word: in its pro- 
* per ſenſe ) - muſt admit Three 
© Gods. Which the Learned Doftor © 
© cannot* avoid, who ſays they. are 
© Three diſtin& - Minds, Three 
* Subſtantial Beings, Three In- ' 
* telligent Beings : Therefore un- 
* avoidably T bree Gods. V/V. Dee 
£ tence s Hit. of Unit. p. 5. 


© The full and adequate 

; Ks eas of a Perſon (trom 
© which the. Learned Dofor doth. 
© draw his: Argument, and the 
* Unitarians. their Objetion.) is 
© not-this, as. they ſuppoſe, viz; 
*A Perfon is -an Intelligent Sub- 


* ſtance, 


RY. 


3 © full and ade Definition 
y © of a Perſon is this. A Perſon 
| * # d"compleat Intellipent Subſtance, 

© with' a peculiar manner of. Sub- 
* feſtence. So that, An Individual 
© Intelligent Subſtance, 1s” rather 
© ſuppoſed to the making of 4 
© Perſon, than the proper. 'Defi- 
* nition of it. For. a' Perſon re- 
© lates to ſomething which doth . 
« diſtinguiſh ic from another ſn- * 
* telligent Subſtance in the' ſame k 
© Nature : © and therefore the "of 

"| © Foundation of it lies in the c. 

| © peculiar. manner of ' Subſiſtence , | 

© which agrees ro' One, and-to F 
.. * none glle of "the kind g' and oo 
© this is it which js" called Pere a, -* © 
on © ſonality. 


- 


bur 1 
» 
_ of Subjtence in that 
* Being ,, which can be in no - 
© other. So-.. that the proper 
© Reaſon of Perſonality , wheres |! 
« by one Perſon is conſtituted _ 
*. and ed from ano- 
- "ther, it is the peculiar manner of 
ence, whereby one Per 
ſuch Properties as are / 
ORIG to any. other: 
V. Wind. p. 266, 7t. | 
From hole Premiſes we -are 


inſtructed, Why in the Bleſſed | 


Trinity , the Fathier ,, the Son; - 
and the Holy. Ghoſt, are Three, 
Perſons, and yer: but (ne God: ©; 
The ens ch, "4 =4 


- | Godthe Faber, God the 
"ond God the ' Holy 


l but One:God ;z becauſe" the Djs 


* vine Eſflence; ON and Sub- 
Rance, which alone makes God, 
is int One, 2nd is not ca» 
pable mr hy Separation , Mul- 
tiplication or Diviſion. There 
fore, there can 'be- no more 
Gods than One. Bur ſince theſs 
\ Three, Father, Son, and toy 
'3 Ghoſt, have eath-of them 
euliar manner of Subſiftence ; * of 
is, each of «theſe Tee hath 


| peculiar Property , communicable 


tg any other ; Therefore as to. 
their mutual Relations and Per- 
fonalicies chey- are 'Thyee ,, bur 


-F as:ro the Divine Effence - 


' Godhead , they are bur One- 
AP 
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And. chis/ is os: "up ue hae 
b- contraty to Reaſon, as the Soct- 
3 ans pretend , -that it is- highly 
| Rational. ro. Believe $14 Trinity, 
mn Unity... Thats , Three dis | 
fin ns and Jet but - One © 


God. 

vo " h = heck fully 

= that to your Satiſ- | 
i. 8... CELLS 


| Q. Before oh talk tob mich of | 
SatisfaBion, you muſt never me a 
Coeſrion. S ---- - 


54 What is ir? $577 - 


'Q Do you believe aye 


Hation * Ey 


4A. No, 
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4 No, > Ido. Hee wth 
this .to the urpole? Will you 
not allow oF Fh believe 4. oy 
nity, unleſs I will believe Tran- 
ſubſtantiation} And muſt I re- 
nounce the Trinity, becauſe I re- 
jet Tran MC: ? 


Q: The linkchas pretend that "= 
the Caſe is parallel. 


A. Pray give mie their Obje- 
ion in their own words; and 
then I ſhall inſtru yon, what 
Anſwer to recurn, to cheſe Men 
of S om and Reaſon. 


© I find that the Belief of 
fs Weed does Conredie Lo 
F TIP 
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ſon as muci) as ; Tranſubſtanie 
© tion.” Now who ſhould not ſeru- 
©.» ay Opinion perfeftly parallel. 
6 ©0006 Tranfubſtantiation , and 
©equally fruitful in Incongruities 
© and- Contraditfions ? Well then , 
© if - the. Trinity implies no leſs 
© Contradittion- than Tranſubſtan= 
* tiation ; why cant we' ſay, that 
* i Aoniddt be contained in Scrip- 
* ture? We fay, Tranſubſtantia- 
© tion cannot be found m Scrip- 
© tre, "becauſe it is a plan Con- 
© tradition to nr Rraſon ; but 
* if the Trinity be alſo a plain Con- 
* tradition to- our Reaſon , why 
* ſhanit we be allowed to /9, that. 
© it cannot be contained in Serip- 
* ture? V. Def. of Brief Hiſt. of } 
« Ynit: -p* 4, and 6. But ob! 


© were. 


A $38, Babs 


© were the Preſs as free for the 
* Unitarians, as "tis for other 
Te Proteſtants ; how * eaflly would 
 * they make it appear , that the 
© Follies and Contradiftions 0 juſt 
x "jy charged on Tranſub antiati- 
"of; are neit 3 
: Conſequence , Nor Clearneſs , any 
\ * thay comparable to thoſe implied 
* in the Athanaſian Creed; and 
* that the Trinity bath the ſame , 
"*and 10 other, Foundation with ; 
"'s * Tranfub antiation ? So that we 
* myſt neceſſity 'ddmit Both, or 
_ Neither. V. Ads of Atbingfus 
16, * 
Crs the Sum of whiat they 


es hi To which 1 expe&t an 
_— - 
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A. As preparatory to a juſt 


Anſwer, I cannot bur obſerve, . 


how exactly theſe Socinians do 
Symbolize with. , the Papiſts. 


© For as on the Bne hand, w_ 
6 


© of the Church of Rome are 
* fondly and obſtinately addict- 


© ed to their own Errors, how 


© miſhappen and monſtrous ſo- - 


© ever, .that rather than the Di- 


* ares of their Church, how _ 


© abſurd ſoever, ſhould be cal- 


_ © led in queſtion, they will que- 


© tion the truth even of Chri- 
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* ſtianity it ſelf: agd if we will - 


* not take in_Tranſubſtantiation , 


* and admit'it to be a neceſſury 


© Article of the Chriſtian- Faith, 
_ © they grow fo ſullen and deſpe-. 


© rate 
7 E- 
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< ſperate thar mw matter not 
© what becomes of all the reſt: 

© And rather than not have 

© their Will of us in that which 

© is  Controverted , they will give. 

- © up that which by their own - 
confeſſion is an wundoubted Ar 

© ticle of the  Chriſttan Faith , 
* and not” controverted on Ci. 
 ©ther Side :, In like manner ; 
Theſe Unitarians are ſo imper- 

tinently zealous in their des." 
ſigns againſt the Trinity , that 
rather than admit that Funda- 
mental - Article of the Chriſtian 
Faith, they will plead' for 'Tran- 
ſubſtantiation 5 . and this even 
contrary to the Light and Di- 
are of their own. Conſcience, 
* For the Socinians are | hear- 
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©ry Enemies 'to © Tranſubſtan- 
\ © tration, and have expoled the 
f- Abſurdiry of it. with great ad- 
* vantage. V. - Archbiſhop Til- 
lotſon's Serm. on 1 Tim. IL 5: 
p- 30. 


 Q: Have you nothing firther ta 
ſay in this matter #. ” 
A. You muſt give me leave 
to add; ©] did nor expect to 
© have found this Parallel fa 
*.often infiſted upon , withour 
an Anſwer' to 'Two Dialogues 
© purpoſely written on that Sub- 
- ©-jedt, at a time when the Do- 
* Reine” of the Trmity was uſed 
* az an Argumenc to bring 'in_ 
* Tranſubſtantiation, as that is now |} 


* 


oIas 


* now alledged for caſting off the 
© other. - 

* But I muſt do then that 
 ©right ro tell the World , 


© That at” that time 4' Sacinian 


< Anſwer was written to thoſe 
© Dialogues, which T ſaw; and 
© wiſhed it might be Printed, 
© that the World might be f Rig 
* fied abour 'ic and them. Bur 
* they thought' ft to” forbear. 
* And in all their late Pamphlets 
c * where this Parallel is ſo often 
ated, there is but once, that 
©Fcan find, any notice taken of 
* thoſe Dialogues, and that in'a 
© very ſuperficial manner : for 
* the main Deſign and Scope of 
* them is paſt over. v. Ying. of 


__ Pp: 287. 
F 4 And 
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And 1 mal needs remind 
theſe Unitarians, that it is nor fair 
nor Scholar-like, fo inſultingly 
to. repeat the Parallel berween 


.the Trinity and Tranſubſtantia- 
tion, which hath been fo fully 


7 contuted in are Tivo Dia- 


logues. 


Q. ou promiſed an SP and 
you bring. me a Challenge : Which 
I ſhall ' fend to the Unitarians. 
Who imdeed are obliged , in point 
of Honour , to give Satisfattion, 
by a juſt Reply to "_ Tivo Dir 


 logues.. 


4. If they would conſult their 
Reputatiqn , and credit their 
Cauſe , they ought nor to defer 


Ic, 


it. For choſe Tin Dialogues were 
writ by, an Author, ©* Who (to 

3s * give you the very words of 
© an» Unitarian ) hath all the Pros 

* perties , for which an * Adverſary 

* may he»either feared, or-Reve- 

© renced. He underſtands perfefily ' 

© the Doftrine of the Church ; and 

© the Points im Queſtion. He will 

* commit no overſights through 1g- 

| « © norance, Haſt, or  Inadverſion. 

* He is too experienced and Jun” 

* cious to hazard h# Cauſe, as 
* others have lately done ," on the 
* Succeſs of a®Half-thought FH- 

* potheſi is, 4 Crude Invention, a. 
| Pretty New Querk, 'In @ word, 
* we (can ®nly ſay of him ,*« ſince 
* there is -no Remedy, Contenti 

* fimus hoc Caroene; - F.. Can- 
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5 $ech an Adverlary.as this is 
worthy the Pens of- their Ableſt 
Writers. - If therefore at this Jun- 
ure, when the Prels is open, 
theſe Unitarians ſhall not An- 
{wer thoſe Dialogues, I muſt 
I with freedom tell them, Ir is 
% ' not becauſe they dare not, but 

becauſe - they cannot. I | 


Q. Leaving theſe Unitarians to 
defend their Parallel at their lea- 
ſure; let me now hear your Av 
" ſwer which .you were pleaſed to 
Frumſe. | 


- 


© A. I ſhall endeavour to re- 

©-rurn- a more particular Anſwer 
o 

, t@ 


WiIiks 


pe -B, Trhily.. Y_ 
' fro this Objetiion ; and ſuch Wi 
* One as'I hope will ſatisfy eve- 


* ry conſiderate. and' un _ 

rod Mind , that after - this 

« confidence arid ſwaggering of 

© theirs, there is' by no means 

* equal Reaſon either for theirs 

© ceiving, or for the rejefing of 

* thele two Dofrines of the Trin. 

* nity and Tranſubſtantiation. Vid. 

$* Archbiſhop Tilloeſon's Serm. dn 
1 Tim, I. 5. p. 30.” 


— Q. Fiſt; Let ws examine , 
whether there | be equal Recfol” 


for the Belief of® theſe Te Do- . 


fArmes ? 


* 4. If this Suggeſtion of 
wy” be of any force, w= 
| ©muſt © 
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« rauſt, ſuppoſe > Pu there is 

< equal Evidence - and Proof 
© from Scripture, for thele Tipo 
: iDollemen, ; | 


.Q. Hw ps ”u prove there 
1 not * 


_* 4. From the Confellion of 
© our Adverſaries. . themſelves. 
© For ſeveral Learned Writers of + 

© the Church of Rome have free- 
. acknowledged , that Tran- 

ubſtantiation can neither be di- 
realy proved, nor neceſſarily 
may pr from Scripture. But 
_ © this. the Writers of the Chriſtian | 
© Church did never acknowledge 

* concerning the Trinity, and the-- | 


; : Ping of Chriſt ; but - haye 


* always - 
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"the B. Trinity. $5 


© always appealed to the clear 
© and undeniable Teſtimonies 
of Scripture for the Proof 'of 
thefe Dofrines. And then the 
© whole. force of the -Obje&ion 
amounts to? this; Thar if I * 
*am bound tg Believe whar I 0 
* am ſure God ſays, though I 
* cannot Comprehend it ; then 
©T am bound by the ſame rea- 
© ſon to believe the greateſt Ab- 
* ſurdity in the World, though 
©] have no manner of affurance 
© of any Divine Revelation con- 
* cerning 1t. | 
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Q. You think then; that as there 

is not equal reaſon for the Be- 

| lieving , ſo neither is there equal - 
| reaſon -for the rejefting of «beſe 
Two Doftrmes. * 4. This 
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© 4. This the Objeftion fu 
: 191 Which yer cannot 
 lup ſed but upon one or 
of theſe Two Grounds. | 
# : Either 


1+ Becauſe theſe Two Hos * 
: P gh are equally . Incompre> | 


* benſubley De, 


*2b Becauſe they, are equally 
* loaded with Abſurdities and Con- 
* tradiflions. 


Q. 4s to the Firſt; Is not tle i} 
Trinity as Incomprehenſqble as Trans 


ſubſtantiation, and as ſuch poly 
to be rejefied * : 
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© 4. It is no good ground of _ 
: —_ any Doftrine , merely © «+ 
© becauſe ir is Iicomprehenſible 5, * 
* as I have abundantly ſhewed 
* already. Burt befides ' this , 
| © there is a wide difference be- 
* tween plam matters of Senſe, 
| © and Myſteries concerning God. 
© And* it does by no means 
* follow; that if a man do once 
'* admit any thing concerning, l 
© God which: he cannot 'com- 3 
* prehend, he hath no reaſon af» .- 
* terwards to Believe what be 
; | © himſelf Sees; Fhis is a moſt 
, | * unreaſonable and deſtructive 
/ | © way of arguing, becanſe it” 
} * ftrikes at the Foundation of 
* all Certainry , and ers every 
c/ x $ $48 *Man 
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* Man ar Liberty to. deny the 
© moſt -plain and evident Traths 
© of Chriſtianity, it he may not ' 
© be humoured in having. the 
© abſurdeſt things in the World 
© admitted for true. The next 
© ſtep. will be to ; perſuade us, 
* that we may as well deny 
© the, Being of God, becaule 
© his Nature is mcomprehenſible 
© by our Reaſon, as deny Tran- 
© ſubſtantiation becauſe it - evi- 
* dently contradifts our Senſes; 
1d. 16. p. 32. Foy RL 


 Q. 4s  Tranſubſtantiation evis 
dently contradifts our Senſes ; . $0 
theſe Unicarians pretend, that the 
Trmity as: evidently. contradifts out 
Reaſon. And then, lay they 


are 
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are not theſe Tivo Doftrines load- 


ed with the tits oe: .und 
Contradittions * 


_ © 4. So far from this, that 
; the Do&trine of the Trinity, 
* Ptures, and hath already ' been 
* explained , hath no Ablurdiry 


© or Concraditbiann either invol- 


* ved in it, or neceſſarily conſe- . 


© quent . upon it. Bur the Do- 

© Arine of Tranſubſtantiation is 
c big with all imaginable Ab- 
* furdity and Contradiction.. As 
-the Unitarians themfelves do 
acknowledge : "And therefore | 
am not now | concerned to 
prove it. 
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as it is delivered in- the Scri>. 
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Q.' However you are concern- 
ed to defend the Trinity. The 
Contradiftions. and Abſurdities of 
which ( as theſe Unitarians pre- 


tend) are as great as thoſe of 
Tranſubſtantiation. 


A. 1. cannot help their Pre- 
tences. Bur if their Prejudices 
will allow them to examine 
my Reaſons ,. I ſhall yer fur- 
ther endeavour their Convi- 
&ion. And -thar I may do it 
the more effeftually, I ſhall 
defire ' Jou ( as their Advocate; - 
and in their Name ) to pro- 
duce thoſe  Ablardities which 
appear the moſt dreadful. | 


Q I 
fled 
= 


the B. Trinity. 93 


* Q. 1 ſhall reduce all to theſe 
© 'Tiwo, which comprehend the reſt. 

© 1. How there can be Three 
* Perſons, and but One n. 
: God, ; ; * 

© 2. How thele can agtee in 
*a Third, and not agree 
* among. themſelves. 


© For the Firlt, it ſeems very. 

* abſurd, that there ſhould be 

© T hree Perſons really diſtin&&., 

" ff * whereof every one is God, and 

' | * yet there ſhould not be Three 

* Gods. For nothing is more Con= 

' | © tradiflious, than to make Three 

* not to be Three z or Three to be 
* but One. | 
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* IJ hope now you will 

* give me ave to make an 

* Anſwer to your Difhculry : 
© as diſtin&t as poſſible. 

© It is very true, that ac- 

* cording to Arichmerick, Three 

© cannot be One., nor One T hree, 


© But we- muſt diſtinguiſh be- 


© eween the bare Numeration , 
© and the Things numbred. 
* The repetition of three Units, 
* certainly makes three diſtin 
© Numbers ; but it doth not 
© make Three Perſons to be 
© Three Natures. ' And therefore 
* as to the Things themſelves, 
*we muſt go from the bare 
© Numbers to conſider their Na- 


* tt re. 
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© We do not FS has Three 
© Perſons are but One Perſon ,- 
© or that One Nature is 'T bee 


* Natures 5 but that there are ® 
© Three Perſons m One Nature. 
© If therefore One Individual. 


© Nature be' communicable to 
© Three Perſons, there is no 

© appearance of Abſardiry i in this 
© Doctrine. And on the: other 
© fide, it will be impoſlible 
© chere ſhould be three . Gods, 
© where there is one and the 
* ſame Individual Nature. . For 
© Three Gods muſt have Three 


© ſeveral Divine Natures, ſince. 


© it is the Divine Eſſence which 
© makes a. God. JV. Tio Dial. 
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But of this - there hath been 
given ſo full an Account in 
this Colleftion , that thole who 
| ſhall ſeriouſly and attentively 
conſider it, will, I hope, through 
God's Blefling, receive Sati(- 
faction, | 


 ©Q, But yet you have not 
F Anſwer d the other great Diff- 
* culty in Point of | Reaſon ,- viz, 
f That thoſe Things which a- 
© gree 'or diſagree m a Third, 
* muſt agree or diſagree One 
F with the Other. And therefore 
* if the Father be God, -the Son 
F God, and the Holy Ghoſt God ; 
* then the Father muſt be Son 
t and Holy Ghoſt; and the Son 
f and Holy Ghoſt muſt be tbe © 
__ * Father,” | 
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© Father. If- not , then they. are 
© really the ſame , and really di- 
© ſtint; the ſame as to" Eſſence, 
© diſtin as to Perſons; and ſo 
© they are the ſame, and not 
© the ſame , which is a Contra- 
© diftion, : 


* A. Now IT think you have 
© drawn out the moſt* rehned 
* Spirits of Socinianiſm, to make 
* the Doctrine of the © Trinity 
* and Tranſubſtantiation parallel, 
© becauſe, you ſay, it implies 
© a Contradiction ; Which * is 
the neareſt Parallel] you have 
yet offered at. But this ter- 
rible Argument is $rounded 
on this miſtaken Suppoſition, 
* viz. That the Divine Eſſeace. is 
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© no more capable of cmmunicating We 
*it ſelf to Three diftin& Pere 
© ſons, than any Created Being is. 
The Reaſon of that Axiom be- 
, Thar Created Things, by 
ju... of their finite Nature, 
cannot diffuſe or communicate 
themſelves to more than one ; 
and therefore thoſe which agree 
ina Third, muſt agree together. 
But ſuppoſi ng it poſſible. that 
the ſame finite Nature could 
extend it felf to ſeveral Indi- 
viduals, it would be preſently 
anſwered ; The Axiom did hold 
only, where they did adequate- 
ly and reciprocally agree , and 
not where they did agree on- 
ly in Eſſence , bur ditterd in 


* the: manner of Subfiftence. For 


© ww here + 


where a different - manner of 
Subſiſtence is ſuppoſed poſlible, 
in the ſame Individual Na- 
* ture, the Agreement in that 
© cannot. take away that Diffe- 
© rence which is conſiſtent with 
© it ; which we attribute to the 
© unlimitednels and. perfection of 
© the Divine Nature. 


-4 
A A A 


Q. © But you can bring no other 
Inſtance but the thing in Queſtion ; 
and, therefore this is ' a Petitio 
* Principii, or taking that for 
* granted which" is in Diſpute. 


" 


A. © I do not think it to be 
*ſo, where the Reaſon is af- 
fi igned- from the peculiar Pro- 


* perties of the Divine Nature, 
C 
© 29 to 
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© to which :there can be no Pa- 
* rallel] And I think it; very 
©. unreaſonable in the Socinians , 
© ro: ſend us to Created Beings 
© for the Rules and. Meaſures 
© of our Judgment, concerning 
© a Being acknowledg'd to be In- 

Q. © Are not the Divine Per- 
© ſons Infinite , as well as the Di- 
© vine Nature? -And therefore as 
© Created Perſons do take in the 
© whole Nature, fo Infinite Per- 
© ſons will do the Infinite Na- 


n ture. 


A. © No queſtion , but the . 
£ Perſons are Infinite in regard of 
* the Nature which is ſo ;.. but if 

| © an 


PEE » 
b; » FH 


© an Infinice Nature be: commu+- 
© nicable to more Perſons than 
.* One, every ſuch Perſon cannor 
c 1.20 ws the whole Nature 
© to it lelf. | | 


Q. © If the Difference be on the 
© account of Infinity, then there muſt 


© be an infmite number of Perſons 
in the Divine Eſſence. - 


A. ©] anſwer; that infinite- : - 


f neſs of Number is no Perfe- 
tion; and as to the Number 
© of Perſons, we follow not our 
* own Conjectares, -nor the Au. 
* thority of the Church ; but 
© Divine Revelation , which hath 
© affured us , that there is but 
* One God 5 and yer there are 
| : © 'T bree 
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© Three that are One. Which 
' © depends not merely on the 
© Place of St. John, but the 
«* Form of Baptiſm is remark-' 
© able to this purpoſe ; which 
© joyns together the Father, the 
© Son,” and the Holy Ghoſt ; with- 
© out any other diſtinction be- 
© {ides that of Order and Rela- 
*tion: And it is againſt the 
«© Fundamental Deſign of Chri- 
© ſtianiry, ro joyn any Created 
© Beings together with God in 
£fo folemn an A of Religi- 
© on. And St. Paul joyns them 
© together in his Benediction : 
© The Grace of our Lord Jeſus + 
© Chriſt, and the Love of God, 
© and the Communion of the Holy 
* Ghoſt be with you all. Amen. 
| * 2 Cor, 
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© 2 Cor. 12. 14. From whence 
© the Chriſtian Church hath al- 
© ways believed a Trinity of Per- 
© ſons in the Unity of the Divine 
© Nature. V. Two Dial. Part II. 
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Ca 9 SE: 
C HE Unitarians them» 
£ ſelves cannot deny, that 
* maty Things certainly are, the 
© particular manner of whoſe 
© Exiſtence we can neither Com- 
* prehend nor Explain. There- 
© fore, though the particular 
© Manner of : &# Exiſtence of theſe 
© Three Differences or Perſons in 
* the Divine Nature, expreſſed in 
* Scripture by the Names of Fa-* 
* ther, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, is 


© mncoms 


* incomprebenſible by our finite 
© Underſtandings, and inexplicas 
* ble by us; thar is, though the 
© manner of the Union and 
© Dittin&tion berween them, is 
* above our Reach and Compre- 
© henſion; yet conſidering the 
© infinite Perfe&tions of the Di- 
© vine Nature, which are fo far 
© above our reach, God ma 
* juſtly oblige us to believe thoſe 
© Things .concerning Himlelf , 
© which we are not able co.Com- 
* prehend, 
© And of this, I hope, I have 

© given a ſufficient Account in 
© the foregoing Diſcourle.. 
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